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statement 

By these proceedings appellant brings before this Court an 
appeal from the judgment of the District Court dismissing 
appellant’s suit for damages for an alleged conspiracy of 
appellees and others to defame the appellant. The charge 
against the appellees grows out of their participation in the 
proceedings resulting in the disbarment of appellant from the 
bar of the District Court of the United States for the District 
of Columbia and from the bar of the Court of Claims of the 
United States. Appellant contends in this proceeding, as he 
has in numerous others before this Court, that the disbar¬ 
ment proceedings were and are void and of no effect. 

This Court has recently indicated that the determinations 
here attacked are conclusive against appellant and that it 
does not desire to repudiate what it has repeatedly and con¬ 
sistently held with respect to these issues. 
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Accordingly, appellees feel that they would impose upon 
the Court were they to do more than enumerate its previous 
decisions disposing of appellant’s contentions. These de¬ 
cisions are: 

Fletcher v. Laws, 62 App. D. C. 40, 64 F. (2) 163; 
Fletcher v. Wheat, 69 App. D. C. 259,100 F. (2) 432; 
Booth v. Fletcher, 69 App. D. C. 351, 101 F. (2) 676; 
i In re Fletcher, — App. D. C. — 107 F. (2) 666; 

i Fletcher v. The Evening Star Newspaper Co., — App. 

i D. C. —, — F. (2) —, decided June 28, 1940 (No. 

7429). 

The action of the lower court should be affirmed. 
Respectfully submitted. 

i Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney, 

! John L. Laskey, 

, Assistant United States Attorney, 

! '7,Z/. Attorneys for Appellees. 
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